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(4) Poor pedestrian environment and
linkages;

(5) Conservation of Memorial Park
and other sensitive land uses;

(6) Air and noise pollution;
(7) Visual impacts of potential

transportation improvements.
The growth in population and

employment in the corridor is
significantly large in both relative and
absolute numbers. Previous study
projections indicate that patronage to
retail/entertainment venues in the
corridor will increase as well. The
projected consequence of this growth is
higher traffic volumes throughout local
streets and the West Loop throughout
the study area. Traffic congestion in the
study area will increase in both severity
and duration as the peak period
‘‘spreads’’ to encompass earlier and later
hours. Travel on parallel arterials will
increase proportionately as congestion
on the West Loop causes a higher
fraction of travel to use alternative
routes. Restricted ingress and egress to
the Uptown-West Loop area and
servicing arterials has contributed to the
unreliability of transit services and will
deteriorate if not effectively addressed.

III. Alternatives
In accordance with NEPA, a public

scoping process will be initiated to
identify corridor needs and alternatives.
The scoping process will provide the
basis for the evaluation of alternatives as
part of the planning studies, and the
selection of a LPIS and implementation
program. The planning studies will
consider a variety of transit options in
the corridor based on input received
during the scoping process. It is
expected that the LPIS will be a
combination of one or more alternative
options identified. Subsequent to the
selection of the LPIS, the selected
alternatives will be refined and
documented in the EIS. At a minimum,
the alternatives to be considered in the
planning studies include:

■ No Build Alternative;
■ Bus Rapid Transit;
■ HOV system improvements; and
■ Light Rail Transit (LRT).
Additional reasonable Build

Alternatives suggested during the
scoping process, including those
involving other modes, may be
considered.

IV. Probable Effects and Potential
Impacts for Analysis

FTA and METRO will evaluate all
social, economic and environmental
impacts of the alternatives analyzed in
the EIS. Impacts may include: Land use,
zoning, and economic development;
secondary development; cumulative

impacts; land acquisition,
displacements, and relocation of
existing uses; historic, archaeological,
and cultural resources; parklands and
recreation areas; visual and aesthetic
qualities; neighborhoods and
communities; environmental justice; air
quality; noise and vibration; hazardous
materials; ecosystems; water resources;
energy; construction impacts; safety and
security; utilities; finance; and
transportation impacts. The impacts
will be evaluated both for the
construction period and for the long-
term period of operation of each
alternative. Measures to mitigate
adverse impacts will be identified.

V. FTA Procedures
In accordance with FTA policy, all

federal laws, regulations and executive
orders affecting project development,
including but not limited to the
regulations of the Council on
Environmental Quality and FTA
implementing NEPA (40 CFR parts
1500–1508 and 23 CFR part 771), the
1990 Clean Air Act Amendments,
section 404 of the Clean Water Act,
Executive Order 12898 regarding
environmental justice, the National
Historic Preservation Act, the
Endangered Species Act, and section
4(f) of the Department of Transportation
Act, will be addressed to the maximum
extent practicable during the NEPA
process.

Issued on: January 2, 2002.
Robert C. Patrick,
Regional Administrator, Federal Transit
Administration, Region VI, Fort Worth, Texas.
[FR Doc. 02–557 Filed 1–8–02; 8:45 am]
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Federal Transit Administration

Preparation of Environmental Impact
Statement(s) on Highway and Transit
Improvements in the North-Hardy
Corridor Extending Along and Between
Interstate 45 (IH 45) and Hardy Toll
Road From SH 242 in Southern
Montgomery County, Texas to Spur
527 (Louisiana Street Exit From US 59
South), Harris County

AGENCY: Federal Transit Administration
and Federal Highway Administration,
DOT.
ACTION: Notice of intent to prepare an
Environmental Impact Statement(s).

SUMMARY: The Federal Transit
Administration (FTA) and Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA), in
cooperation with the Metropolitan

Transit Authority of Harris County
(METRO), the Texas Department of
Transportation (TxDOT), and the
Houston-Galveston Area Council (H–
GAC), intend to prepare one or more
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) to
evaluate highway and transit
improvements in the North-Hardy
Corridor of the Houston metropolitan
area.

The EIS(s) will be prepared following
completion of studies of potential
transportation improvements in the
North-Hardy Corridor of the Houston
metropolitan area. The planning studies
will conclude with the selection of a
Locally preferred Investment Strategy
(LPIS) that may identify both transit and
highway improvements to be
implemented in the corridor. Transit
and highway improvements selected for
implementation will be evaluated in the
EIS. If the selected investments are in
proximity to each other (i.e. within the
same right-of-way) it is likely that a
single EIS will be prepared. If the
selected investments are in different
locations, two EIS will be prepared. If
the selected investments are in different
locations, two EIS documents may be
prepared. The decision about the
number of EIS documents to be
prepared will be determined at the
conclusion of the planning studies. The
EIS(s) will evaluate the potential
impacts of the selected investment
strategy (the Build Alternative) and a No
Build Alternative.

The sequence of events for the
planning and development for this
project include the following major
milestones:

• Scoping Process—early opportunity
for public input to the study scope and
project alternatives. Scoping will be
accomplished with a series of public
meetings and through correspondence
with interested persons, organizations,
and Federal, State and local agencies.

• Planning Studies—evaluation of
proposed improvement alternatives,
early consideration of environmental
factors, concluding with the selection of
a LPIS. A decision on the number of EIS
documents to be prepared will occur at
the conclusion of the planning studies.

• Conceptual Engineering and Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)—
conceptual definition of the alternatives
to be evaluated including their physical
features and potential impacts,
consideration of mitigation measures,
preparation and circulation of the Draft
EIS(s) comment period, and preparation
of the Final EIS(s).

• Preliminary Engineering and Final
EIS—detailed definition of the proposed
alternative’s physical features,
assessment of potential impacts,
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development of selected mitigation
measures, responses to comments
offered during the Draft EIS(s) comment
period, and preparation of the Final
EIS(s).
DATES: Comment Due Date: Written
comments on the scope of alternatives
and impacts considered should be sent
to the Metropolitan Transit Authority of
Harris County by March 15, 2002. See
ADDRESSES Below.

Scoping Meetings: Public Scoping
meetings for the North-Hardy Corridor
will be held on February 5th, February
6th, February 13th, February 20th and
February 27th, 2002. See ADDRESSES
below for meeting times and locations.

All scoping meetings will be held in
wheelchair-accessible locations. Any
person who requires language
interpretation or special communication
accommodations is encouraged to
contact the project’s public participation
coordinator at 713–739–6049 at least 72
hours prior to the meeting. Every
reasonable effort will be made to meet
your needs. Scoping information
material will be available at the
meetings and may also be obtained in
advance of the meetings by contacting
the public participation coordination or
by contacting METRO at the address or
e-mail identified in ADDRESSES below.
Oral and written comments may be
given at the scoping meetings. A court
reporter will record all comments.
ADDRESSES: Written comments should
be sent to METRO Mobility 2025, Rm
21034, PO Box 61429, Houston, Texas
77208–1429. E-mail:
north-hardy@ridemetro.org. Scoping
meetings will be held at the following
locations:
1. February 5, 2002, Wesley Community

Center—Social Hall, 1410 Lee Road,
Houston, Texas 77009, 4:30–7:30
p.m.

2. February 6, 2002, Northline Mall—
Community Room (316), Interstate–
45 at Crosstimbers, Houston, Texas
77022, 4:30–7:30 p.m.

3. February 13, 2002, North-Harris
Montgomery Community College,
Student Center—South Dining
Room, 2700 W. W. Thorne Blvd.,
4:30–7:30 p.m.

4. February 20, 2002, Houston
Community College System,
Administration Auditorium, 3100
Main Street at Elgin, 4:30–7:30 p.m.

5. February 27, 2002, Houston-
Galveston Area Council, 3555
Timmons Lane—2nd Floor, 3:00–
5:00 p.m. Agency Scoping Meeting,
Conference Room A, 5:00–7:00 p.m.
Open House, Conference Room B.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
Jesse Balleza, Community Planner, FTA,

Region VI 819 Taylor Street, Fort Worth,
Texas 76102, Telephone (817) 978–0550
or Mr. John Mack, District Engineer,
FHWA, 300 East 8th Street, Suite 826,
Austin, TX 78701, Telephone: 512–536–
5960.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Scoping

FTA, FHWA, METRO, TxDOT, and
the Houston-Galveston Area Council
(H–GAC) invite all interested
individuals and organizations, and
Federal, State, regional, and local
agencies to participate in defining the
alternatives to be evaluated and
identifying social, economic, or
environmental issues related to the
alternatives. During scoping, comments
should focus on identifying specific,
social, economic, or environmental
impacts to be evaluated, and suggesting
alternatives that may be less costly or
have less environmental impacts, but
achieve similar objectives. Comments
during scoping should focus on the
issues and alternatives for analysis, and
not on a preference for a particular
alternative. Individual preference for a
particular alternative should be
communicated through the planning
process and during the comment period
for the Alternatives Analysis Report.

Prior to initiating the EIS(s), planning
studies will identify a LPIS that is
anticipated to include transit and
highway components. Interested
individuals, organizations, and Federal,
State, and local agencies are invited to
participate in refining the purpose,
alternatives, schedule, and analysis
approach, as well as participate in the
active public involvement program
throughout the planning process and
project implementation. The public is
invited to comment on corridor needs
and alternatives to be addressed; modes
and technologies to be evaluated;
alignments and station locations; the
environmental, social, and economic
impact to be analyzed; and the
evaluation approach to be used to select
a LPIS. The scoping process will
provide input to the process to be used
for the evaluation of alternatives during
the planning process and the early
identification of environmental issues to
be considered during the planning
studies and in the EIS(s).

Scoping activities are being initiated
at the outset of the planning studies, in
advance of the EIS(s), to maximize the
opportunity for public involvement in
the consideration of alternatives and
reaching decisions about the
transportation investments that will be
advanced into the EIS phase of project
development.

II. Description of the Project Area and
Needed

Planning studies for the North-Hardy
Corridor will be initiated in a broadly
defined study area in Harris and
Montgomery counties, Texas, extending
along and between IH 45 and the Hardy
Toll Road from SH 242 on the north to
Spur 527 (Louisiana Street exit from US
59 South). The North Hardy Corridor
includes adjacent communities as well
as the George Bush Intercontinental
Airport and connects the rapidly
growing northern suburbs and the re-
developing northside neighborhoods to
downtown and other significant activity
centers in Houston.

Some areas of IH 45 do not meet
accepted modern highway design
criteria and congestion is a persistent
problem throughout the corridor. A
multi-modal approach to expanding
transit and highway capacity within the
corridor is to be considered.

III. Alternatives
In accordance with NEPA, a public

scoping process will be initiated to
identify corridor needs and alternatives.
The scoping process will provide the
basis for the evaluation of alternatives as
part of the planning studies, and the
selection of LPIS and implementation
program. The planning studies will
consider a variety of multi-modal
highway and transit options in the
corridor based on input received during
the scoping process. It is expected that
the LPIS will be a combination of one
or more alternative options identified.
Subsequent to the selection of the LPIS,
the selected alternatives will be refined
and documented in the EIS(s). It may be
necessary to prepare more than one EIS
for the North Hardy Corridor based on
the outcome of the planning studies. At
a minimum, the alternatives to be
considered in the planning studies
include:

■ No Build Alternative;
■ Extension of the Light Rail Transit

line currently under construction in
Downtown Houston;

■ Commuter Rail along existing
railroad facilities in the corridor;

■ Highway upgrades or expansion;
and

■ HOV system improvements.
Additional reasonable Build

Alternatives suggested during the
scoping process, including those
involving other modes, may be
considered.

IV. Probable Effects and Potential
Impacts for Analysis

FTA, FHWA, METRO, TxDOT, and
H–GAC will evaluate all social,
economic and environmental impacts of
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the alternatives analyzed in the EIS(s).
Impacts may include: Land use, zoning,
and economic development; secondary
development; cumulative impacts; land
acquisition, displacements, and
relocation of existing uses; historic,
archaeological, and cultural resources;
parklands and recreation areas; visual
and aesthetic qualities; neighborhoods
and communities; environmental
justice; air quality; noise and vibration;
hazardous materials; ecosystems
(threatened and endangered species);
water resources; energy; construction
impacts; safety and security; utilities;
finance; and transportation impacts. The
impacts will be evaluated both for the
construction period and for the long-
term period of operation of each
alternative. Measures to mitigate
adverse impacts will be identified.

V. FTA/FHWA Procedures

In accordance with FTA/FHWA
policy, all federal laws, regulations and
executive orders affecting project
development, including but not limited
to the regulations of the Council on
Environmental Quality and FTA
implementing NEPA (40 CFR parts
1500–1508 and 23 CFR part 771), the
1990 Clean Air Act Amendments,
section 404 of the Clean Water Act,
Executive Order 12898 regarding
environmental justice, the National
Historic Preservation Act, the
Endangered Species Act, and section
4(f) of the Department of Transportation
Act, will be addressed to the maximum
extend practicable during the NEPA
process.

Issued on: January 2, 2002.

Robert C. Patrick,

Regional Administrator, Federal Transit
Administration, Region VI, Fort Worth, Texas.
[FR Doc. 02–556 Filed 1–8–02; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4910–57–M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration

[Docket No. NHTSA 2001–11041; Notice 1]

Toyota Motor Corporation; Receipt of
Application for Decision of
Inconsequential Noncompliance

Toyota Motor Corporation (TMC) has
determined that certain 2000–2001
Model Year (MY) Celicas are equipped
with daytime running lamps (DRLs)
which fail to meet the spacing
requirements of Federal Motor Vehicle
Safety Standard (FMVSS) No. 108,
‘‘Lamps, Reflective Devices and
Associated Equipment.’’

Pursuant to 49 U.S.C. 30118(d) and
30120(h), TMC has petitioned for a
determination that this noncompliance
is inconsequential to motor vehicle
safety and has filed an appropriate
report pursuant to 49 CFR part 573,
‘‘Defect and Noncompliance Reports.’’

This notice of receipt of an
application is published under 49
U.S.C. 30118 and 30120 and does not
represent any agency decision or other
exercise of judgment concerning the
merits of the application.

The DRLs on the Celica are provided
by the upper beam headlamps operating
at a lower intensity, with each lamp
having a maximum luminous intensity
of roughly 5,880 candelas at test point
H–V (as described in FMVSS No. 108
test procedures). S5.5.11(a)(4) of FMVSS
No. 108 requires that ‘‘* * * if not
optically combined with a turn signal
lamp, (the DRL) (shall be) located so
that the distance from its lighted edge to
the optical center of the nearest turn
signal lamp is not less than 100 mm,
unless * * * the luminous intensity of
the DRL is not more than 2,600 candela
any location in the beam. * * *’’
However, for the noncompliant Celicas
the distance from the DRL’s lighted edge
to the optical center of the nearest turn
signal lamp is only 45.6 mm and
therefore, the DRLs exceed the
maximum luminous intensity specified
in section 5.5.11(a)(4)(i) of FMVSS 108.

Toyota believes that this
noncompliance is inconsequential to
motor vehicle safety, and therefore
creates no unreasonable risk to highway
safety for the following reasons:

S.5.5.11(a) permits an upper beam
headlamp intended to operate as a DRL to
have a maximum intensity of 7000 cd, and
in conjunction, a turn signal lamp with a
minimum intensity of 200 cd, as long as the
spacing is 100 mm or greater. Toyota
conducted subjective evaluations of turn
signal visibility using 20 contractors for the
subject vehicles under various conditions,
and confirmed that visibility for the subject
vehicles is substantially better than vehicles
that were modified to meet the minimum
turn signal/maximum DRL luminous
intensity permitted by the standard.
According to Toyota’s evaluation, the
flashing of the subject turn signals can be
readily discerned by a driver in an oncoming
vehicle at a distance of 300 feet, and much
more so than vehicles with modified signals/
DRLs. The assessment distance of 300 feet is
the same used in NHTSA’s own evaluation
of turn signal masking, as described in the
final rule published in the Monday, January
11, 1992 Federal Register (58 FR 3500).

In addition to the subjective measures, we
also provide the following technical factors
which contribute to good visibility of the
turn signal lamps:

The turn signal lighted area is 45.1cm 2,
two times larger than the 22cm 2 required by
FMVSS 108;

The luminous intensity of the subject
vehicle’s turn signal lamps are 568 cd, or 2.8
times the minimum value of 200 cd;

The substantial distance from the turn
signal optical center (bulb filament axes) to
the DRL’s lighted edge is 82 mm, exceeding
80% of the requirements. In this case, the
‘‘substantial’’ distance refers to the distance
from the turn signal’s optical center to the
actual lighted edge ‘‘A’’ (as given by the
Figure below), although the theoretical
lighted edge is point ‘‘C’’ (45.6mm). In the
Figure, the lighted range from A to C of the
reflector emits only light which is parallel to
the axis of the DRL, which can only be seen
by drivers in oncoming vehicles that are
looking along the optical axis of the DRL.
However, as one moves off center, this light
is no longer visible. Therefore, the
perceptible DRL’s lighted area, except for the
unique case where the eye-point is on the
optical axis of the DRL, is actually from A to
B (as given in the Figure).
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